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1. On 15 December 1555, Khrushehev jave s repart on sgriculiure
1o the Centrz]l Comsittee of the Cammmnist Party of the Soviet Unlon.
mmmmmummmmummmﬁa, 1953, and
1953 and an sumual aversge for 1P49-1953 inclusive. This was the first
mm&mmymmmmmwmarmmm
srain production for the whole USHR on & barn yield bosis. I thought
mmightmmmmmammwmm&mﬁmmber
derived fisures with estimates mede by the Food and Azriculture EBrunch.

2, ﬁiththedamgimmmmmmvw,u?mm
dewelop cleimed graln production figures for 1950, 1951, 135%, 1955,
and 1956 by spplying to the Khrushchev dsta an index which sppesred in
gurodnoye Khoryaystwo, DBSR, 1956. We cen develop o claimed flgure for

b1y ing & reistive given us in the 1957 plan fulrillment report.
The results, together with H/AG estisates for the same yoors, sre glven
below. I would 1ike to note that each of the M/AC estimstes wus made

shortly after the end of the crop year to which it spplied, and iz not
second ;uessing besed on later informmstion, for until the Kurushchev

speech ve had 5o such informetion.

LAEL

Grain Production in the USER

(Million aetric tons)

Yeax Soviet Clodm M/4G Estimste

1950 8z 85

1951 50 G0

ig52 92 9

1953 83 83

195k 86 I

1955 107 103

1956 129 1ns

1957 10k 100

195 123 (preliminary)
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SURIECT: Comments on Soviet Grain Production Statismtics

3. Sooe fear hos been expressed at times that H/AC estimates
of SBoviet srmin produstion tend to be highly oconservstive, and that
they probably understate the actunl Soviet achicwement. It will be
noted, bowever, that expept in 1956 and 195, the M/A0 sstimates a.ree
closaly with Boviet elaims.

4. In 1955 the 4ifference betwsen the Soviet claim and the M/AC
eptizete is more spparent thun reel. The situstion in 1956 vas o highly
wususl one. We actually credit the USER with s bern yleld of 12h millicn
tong, =8 compered with the Soviet lalm of 129 million tons. In that year,
hovever, the Soviets suffered extracidinery post-hervest ;rein losses
because of the inedbdlity of the Soviets to handle the bumper harveat in
the New Lands. We therefore reduced the 12k millfon tons to 115 million
tons to allow for the extraordinexry losses, =nd {o make the 1956 estimate
comparable with that of previcus yenrs. We are conlMdeni that substential
losses in feot ocourred, wod thet Khrushohev's £1:ure does not teke them
into acocunt.

5.  Wor 1955, the figure which M/AC hes been prepared to secept up
to nov is some 15 million tons less then the cleia mede by Xhrushchev.
It oust besid at the ocutsst that the Ehrushebew clalm falls vwithin
renge of ereditabdlity; 1950 wes a good sgriculturs) year in the Soviet
Union «nd we hawve steted on & mumber of occasions thet the yrsin harvest
would probebly set a new record. Honetheless, we would almost certainly
hove finally settled upon » figwre lower then the one sonounced by
Ehrushehey and the Khrushchey elaim sust be considered sarprising. For
one thing, on 29 Auguet, Mukhitdinov, Secret:ry of the Ceotrsl Committee
of the (PSU, stated that the USSR would have s .rein hervest of "aot less
than” 13 million tons. Even with the not less then clause, it is guite
unuausl {or the Soviels to make this econserwstive s stetement o8 late 28
the end of Ancust about s harvest vhose ultimate gige is clioimed to be
139 million tons. Moreower, subseguent to August, the usual boasting
vhich sceompenies = record harvest vas conspisuously sbeemt from the
prass. In sddition, Soviet press srilcles during the hervestin: sesson
discussed the seviocus harvesting difficulties caised Yy unscescn:l ruin-
fall in the Bow Lands. OQur own westber inforsstion estedllishes that
there was in fo0t unseascnal rednfll which wust have hampered the hervest.
Prior to the occwrrence of these westher difffcuities, we wers thinking
in temmw of & harvest of 130 millicn toms. Fiually, in his speech,
Ehrushchey claimed an avers;e corn yield for the USBR of ebout 35 bushels
Per sore in 1950, This comperes with wn sversce for the U3 for the
1947 to 1956 (the decade huving the highest corn yield 14 US history) of
some 37 basbels per sore; dwring this period, the lowvest US yleld was
.k bushels per acre in 1647, and the highest 45.5 tushoels per scre in
1956, In 1957 the U8 yleld wss 6.8 bushels per scre. In the light of
these US statisticas, the Sowiet claim of sn average yield of 35 Imshels
is coneldered highly suspeal. DBecause of their luck of = eoxn belt
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SIRIECT: Coswents on Soviet Gredn Produstion Stetistics

wmmm,mmwxofmt@lewm,mm
shoald eertainly not be doing os well relstive o us a3 the Ekrushehey
clain impliss. According to Boviet sources, the only eorn production
date included in the ower-all grain production index is that for ripe
ears and lmustice enslled ears couverted t0 a ;vein bese. ¥We how
Tealln 1o vonder, howewer, in the light of the relatively hizh Boviet
elsin, vhelber the coanrwrsion is mede apouretely and yhether the Soviets
micht not alse be including com in the fom of creen Pfodder.

6. This neans that we must 4o oomsidershly more thinking sboat
the 1958 harvest ¢laim. Al) we ean do st the present time is to present
the easparative fiouwea for 1550 showm «bove and t0 suggest soee of the
reasans vhy we wre uneasy cbout the Soviet clais.

B 25 A9

Distribution:
Orig. and 1 -A AD

oLl

l1-Ch
2-D

M/AG
css

ORR: D/MIN 15x/3011 (19 Dec 53) 25X1A9a

Approved For Release 2000/08/23 : CIA-RDP62S00346A000100020007-8




